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and the extension in 1923 and 1929 of the process of relieving certain
kinds of property of the burden of rates, the loss to local authorities
being made good by increase and reorganization of the general
grants from the exchequer. (This is discussed in detail below.) The
general effect of these changes has been startling. Whereas in 1913-
14 the ratio of grants to rates for the whole of the Area was about
one to three, in 1935-6 it was four to five; receipts from grants were
nearly seven times as much as before the War, and receipts from rates
less than three times as much. Thus a very large part of the cost of
the extension of local activities has been borne by the national tax-
payers. This does not, of course, necessarily mean that local residents
are avoiding their share of the cost, for they are themselves among
the national taxpayers; indeed, since Oxford is a rather wealthy dis-
trict, it is probable that its inhabitants, taken as a whole, contribute
more in taxes to finance local government throughout the country
than they recover in grants to local authorities in their own area.
It does mean, however, that there has been a large reshuffling of the
incidence between individuals in the Survey Area; for, even before
de-rating, the incidence of local rates in general fell much more
heavily on persons with small incomes than does the incidence
of the national taxes. If government grants had been suddenly
discontinued, a rate of iu. -jd. in the £ would have been neces-
sary to meet the cost of local government in Oxford City in
1935-6. This must have been felt as a serious burden, but a rate
of js. 4d. in the £, together with national taxation, was relatively
easily borne.
But it is also clear that the relative importance of the different
sources of revenue is very different in the city and county parts of
the Area, and also, to a lesser extent, as between Berkshire and Oxford-
shire, These differences were already noticeable before the War. In
the county areas the only real trading service was the Abingdon
water-supply, and in the non-trading services specific receipts were
usually small. Specific receipts accounted for only 12-4 per cent,
of total receipts in the counties as against 58-5 per cent* from rates
and 29-1 per cent, from grants. The corresponding figures for Oxford
City were 33-0, 5 2-3, and 14-7 per cent; and the proportion of grants
to rates was 28-2 per cent, in Oxford and 49-7 percent, in the counties,
Agricultural knd had already been partially de-rated since 1896, and
the main grant-aided services were of greater importance in the
counties than in the city. But since the War the differences between
the sources of revenue in city and counties have become much more
pronounced. The relative importance of specific charges has

